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kind as natural process. It followed that human history was
subject to a necessary law of progress, in other words that of the
new specific forms of social organization, art and science, and
so forth, which it brings into existence each is necessarily an
improvement on the last.

The idea of a 'law of progress' may be attacked by denying
either of these two assumptions. It may be denied that man has
in him anything of absolute value. His rationality, it may be
said, only serves to make him the most maleficent and destruc-
tive of the animals, and is rather a blunder or a cruel joke of
nature than her noblest work; his morality is only (as the modern
jargon goes) a rationalization or ideology which he has devised
to conceal from himself the crude fact of his bestiality. From
this point of view, the natural process that has led to his exist-
ence can no longer be regarded as a progress. But further: if the
conception of historical process as a mere extension of natural
process is denied, as it must be by any sound theory of history,
it follows that there is no natural and in that sense necessary
law of progress in history. The question whether any particular
historical change has been an improvement must consequently
be a question to be answered on its merits in each particular case.
The conception of a 'law of progress', by which the course of
history is so governed that successive forms of human activity
exhibit each an improvement on the last, is thus a mere con-
fusion of thought, bred of an unnatural union between man's
belief in his own superiority to nature and his belief that lie is
nothing more than a part of nature. If either belief is true, the
other is false: they cannot be combined to produce logical
offspring.

Nor can the question, whether in a given case an historical
change has or has not been progressive, be answered until we
are sure that such questions have a meaning. Before they are
raised, we must ask what is meant by historical progress, now
that it has been distinguished from natural progress; and, if
anything is meant, whether the meaning is one applicable to the
given case we are considering. For it would be hasty to assume
that, because the conception of historical progress as dictated
by a law of nature is nonsensical, the conception of Historical
progress itself is therefore nonsensical.
Assuming, then, that the phrase' historical progress1 may